




62 | 


Tike 





Hew Jersey Law Fournal 




















sOL. 


— 





LXXV—No. 43 


NEWARK, N. J., THURSDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1952 








The 
tion’ 


tion 











VT 
\ 


Held 


























» F 
? 





L 352. 
Be y, 
i 42. 


kes t 


“lal requirement of the Seiken 


Ney! 
ed by 
ment 








c 


@ 
7) 


Digests of Recent Opinions 





“unusual strain or exer- 
doctrine does not apply 


to cases of orthopedic injury. 


yn v. Ford decision revers- 
divided court on reargu- 
and award of compensa- 
affirmed. 


ted from opinions rend- 
t. 14, 1952 on reargument 
al in Neylon v Su- 


v. Ford 
Al1-52. F 





Court yr respon- 
Sam Weiss (Lewis S. Ja- 
atty). For appellant— 


McCarter, 
Stewart 


Ami 


C. Enteman 
& Studer, attys 
nz of counsel 
— Thomas L. Pé 
hn, Lerner. Let 
Joseph T. D 
s & Margolis. Of co 
Belfatto, Louis C. Jac 
1 Herman M. Wilson 
ndent was employed by 
Ford Motor C as a 
ier. On Nov. 16, 1948 while 
1g a freight car in reg- 
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SuUlLeLS 











osed as 
the Work- 

B 1 on 

: he 

115 








ellate Di- 
s d. The 

ne spt 

rain o Xe 
an unus € 
injury by accide: with- 
ytrine app the 
Court in Seike Todd 


(1949 
The Justice yeing 
divided, the judgment is 


Wwitnou pinlo yy tne 


+69 


J.. concurring, holds: 





ider this contention to 
y+ > sat re ¢ 
Jue aiit A A A A 
lt lr MAUS VIionte 
orp., 10 N Sup 162 
». Div. 1950 de- 
eae 


73 ‘App 
Plainfield. 10 N.J. Super 
). Div. 1950). In 
Minted out that the Sei- 
trine had actually 
nly to heart disease 
Jarently groun 
icially declared pre: 
hat it ordinarily 
tural physiologic 





Cau- 


er than trauma or par- 
ffort. At the oral argu- 
was not seriously dis- 


1at an award would 
per, without any sh 
usual strain or exertion, 
plaintiff had suffer 
fracture 
injury ordinarily 
trauma 
seems clear 
for 
iries from hi 
I know of 3 p 
1 Which our Court: 











or 


cation 


result- 
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Ulsi 
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ts nave 
compensation for such 
ic injuries on the alien 
that e u 
during the ree 
nee of his us vor} 
nificant that in ever 


cited 
ce. Case in the opinion 
filed in this cause .(8 
at 589 (1952)) the award 
of the employee was up- 
Rut L. Rev. 629, 





e€ gers 


his dissenting opinion (8 
986, 594 (1952 and in 
opinions Lohndorf  v. 
Bros. Paint Co., 135 N. J. 
353 (E. & A. 1947); Tem- 
Storch Trucking Co., 3 N. 
46 (1949)) Justice Heher 
he position that the arti- 





| issue 


fORKMENS COMPENSATION— case has no proper place in the 


interpretation or administration 
the Act. As he sees it, the 
is whether the particular 
Strain or exertion in fact caused 
the untoward injury: if it did, 
then the pertinent provision of 
the Act hus been satisfied. He re- 
cognizes that in the heart cases 
it will ordinarily be more dif- 
ficult to establish that the par- 
ticular strein or exertion brought 
on the attack; but, here again, 
if there is a findine upon suf- 
ficient evidence that it did, then 
the provision of the Act has like- 
wise been satisfied 
“IT accept the views fully ex- 
pressed by Justice Heher; they 
find support not only in reason 
and the underlying beneficient 
purposes the Act but also in 
occasional decisions by our Court 
last (citing cases) 
numerous decisions else- 
citing 


of 


ol 
ol resort 
and in 
where in 
"a WS 
Vanderbilt, C. J.., 
holds: 


countrv 


the 


concurring, 


“In cases such as the one here 
re us where the injury is 
‘thopedic and presumptively 


am of the opinion 


traumatic, I 





that proof of unusval strain or 
ion is not required by the 


-ompensation laws. It 
that I joined 
ion of Mr 


. filed on 


en Ss 





this reason 
ntly ) 


Justice Heher, 8 N.J. 5$ 


his appeal prior to the 


1s 101 


ne dIssé 





granting 


yf reargument. That opinion, it 
is to be noted, does not treat 
the doctrine of unusual strain 
exertion as applied to heart 
-ases. It is for the same reason 
that I coneur with the opinion 


tice Jacobs filed here- 
to the extent that 
of the type 
yt to the ex- 


ee 
1eais W1tn 





but only 
applies to cases 
foived and n 
t that by dictum it 
heart cases.”’ 
Oliphant, J., 

“IT would re 


dissenting, holds: 
the judgment 


verse 


below for the reasons expressed 
by Mr. Justice Case in the ma- 
rity opinion of this court in 


Ford Motor Company, 
(1952). A contrary 
the word ‘“ac- 
statute, 
there- 
judicial 


lon vs. 
386 
holding ignores 
cident” contained in the 
N.J.S.A. 34:15-7, deletes it 


from and amounts to 


legislatio 

Not J IT Ht ¢ vined in 
Jiustic Jacob ypine 1 Justices 
Wuchentfeld Bua y voted to re 


rote 


Assignment Order 


SUPREME COURT OF NEW 
JERSEY 

ORDERED that Parts C and D 
of the Appellate Division are dis- 
continued effective October 25, 
1952 and the temporary assign- 
ments of the following judges 
nade in the special assignment 











orders of August 20, 1952 and 
August 26, 1952 are terminated as 


25, 1952: Judge Frank 
Judge Joseph E. Con- 
Howard Ewart; Judge 
Freund; Judge Klem- 
issen; Judge Charles 
Judge Haydn Proctor; 
Thomas Schettino, 
Judge G. Dixon Sneakman; 
Judge Thomas J. Stanton; and 
Judge Elmer B. Woods; 

FURTHER ORDERED that the 
temporary_assignment of Judge 
Frederic R. Colie to the Chancery+ 
Division is terminated effective 
October 25, 1952; 

FURTHER ORDERED that ef- 
fective October 25, 1952 Judge G. 
Dixon Speakman is assigned to 
the Superior Court, Chancery 
Division, to hear general equity 
causes in Vicinage No. 2, sitting 
at Newark, until further order. 

/s/ ARTHUR T. VANDERBILT 

C.J. 
Dated: October 16, 1952. 


of October 
L. Cleary; 
lon; Judge 
Walter J. 
mer Kalte 
M. Morris: 
Judge C. 


Pretrial Procedure 
Amended 


Manual .dopted; Meetings 
Arranged By State Bar For 
Discussion of Revised 
Procedure 


The Manual of Pretrial Pro- 
cedure which was considered and 
discussed the Annual Judicial 
Conference has been adopted by 
the Supreme Court, with several 
amendme effective January 
I, 1953: 

The _ import: 
Supreme Court 


ice which the 
attaches to the 








pretrial pi is well Known. 
The Cour: that the man- 
ual, and the rule amendments 
made, will correct the defects in 
the pract heretofore existing 
and materially aid in improving 
the quality and effectiveness of 
pretrials. The Court has schedul- 
ed several meetings with the 
trial judg a detailed discus- 
sion of the manual and the re- 


vised Rul 


The State Bar Association, co- 


operatin the Court has 
arranged meetings for the 
Bar, members of the 


Committee on Pre- 
nd Calendar Con- 
Association will 


Court, of 
trial Pra 


trol, an 


review the Manual and Amend- 
ed Rule The meetings schedul- 
ed are LLIOWS: 

Assembly Chamber, City Hall 


Justice Burling pre- 
P.M. 

nty Court House, 
Justice Heher pre- 


Camden 
siding, O 
Merce! 


Trenton 


2 + Q 
oU a o 


siding, N 6. at 8 P.M. 
Publi Servi Auditorium 
Park Pl., Newark, Chief Justice 








iding. Nov. 13 at 


Vanderbilt 


8 P.M 
McGuire Fair Trade Act 


Challenged in U.S. 
District Court 


NEW ORLEANS, La. ‘(ACCN 


Future effectiveness of fair trade 
laws, as ¢ ‘ted by 45 states to 
permit facturers to estab- 
lish mininium resale prices for 
their trade-marked products, 
may be termined by the out- 





com f suit filed in federal 
District here. 

Congres his year sought to 
validate -called ‘‘nonsign- 
er” clauses of state fair trade 

ting the McGuire 
The new federal 
hk was sponsored by 





McGuire. Connecti- 
enables states 
to require 


Rep. John A 
cut Democ! 
with fair 


trade laws 





all retail within the state to 
observe minimum prices set by a 
manufacturer through a written 
contract with one retailer in the 


state. 

The suit filed in New Orleans 
will provide the first test of the 
validity of the McGuire act 





Pretrial Manual 


Manual of Pretrial 

has been ap- 
Supreme Court 
and wt become effec- 
tice January 1, 1$53 has been 
printed as a public service to 
the bench and bar of New 
Jersey by Soney & Sage 
Co. Copies have aiready been 
mailed out by the State Bar 
Association through the co- 
gneration of the New Jersey 
Law Journal to4x subscribers: 
whose n: appear on the 
addressograph mailing list of 
the Journal. 

A limited number of addi- 
tional copies are available for 
distribution in the Adminis- 
trative Office of the Courts at 
Trenteun. Individual lawyers 
who were not on the original 
mailing list may apply there 
for copies. 
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PLEADING, PRACTICE AND 
EVIDENCE 


1. (a) On May 1, 1952, H was 
killed in a New Jersey factory, 
in an accident arising out of and 
during the course of his em- 
ployment. W filed her claim, as 
the alleged widow of H, for the 
benefits of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Law. The only ques- 
tion in the case was whether W 
was H’s widow. The proofs show- 
ed that H and R, both single, had 
married ceremonially and valid- 
ly on May 2, 1946; that R left the 
marital home on May 3, 1948 and 
has not been seen since that 
time; that no proceedings were 
brought by either H or R for 
an annulment or divorce; that 
H and W, who was single, enter- 
ed into a ceremonial marriage 
in New Jersey on May 4, 1950: 


that no children were born of 
this marriage; and that H and 
W lived together, as man and 


wife, from the time of their mar- 
riage to the date of H’s death, 
without any divorce or annul- 
ment of their marriage. May W 
H’s widow? 


recover aS 
io) Gilbert was 33 years old 
and had been married ten years, 


disappeared 
had lived 
and three 


suddenly 
1941. He 
his wile 


when he 
on Nov. 5. 
happily with 





Supreme Court Will 
Review Validity of Tax 
cn Gamblers 
Washington The Supreme 


Court will decide whether the $50 
stamp tax imposed on gamblers 


by Congress 1951 unconsti- 
tutional 

A lower court has held the 
tax invalid. The Supreme Court 
will schedule arguments soon 
and hand down a written opin- 
ion iater 

The lower court decision, by 


Federal Judge George A. Welsh. 
of Philadelphia, did not involve 
another -ection of the law which 
requires gamblers to pay a 10 
percent on their earnings 

Tne stainp tax section of the 
law }equires gamblers to disclose 
their nam*s and places of busi- 
ness. Judge Welsh ruled that, in 
calling for this information, 
Congress usurped police powers 
of the States 


The caSe arose when the Gov- 
ernment moved against Joseph 
Kahriger, 36, Philadelphia, for 
nonpayment of the tax. On Ka- 
hriger’s motion Judge Welsh dis- 
missed the case. 

The law had been before the 


high court once before but there 
was no ruling on its constitution- 
ality. 


Law Student Correctly 
Predicts Neylon Case 
Decision 





Allen Russ, a law student at 
Rutgers University School of Law, 
wrote a case note in the Spring 
1952 Rutgers Law Review on the 
then recently handed down de- 
cision in the Neylon v. Ford Mo- 
tor Co., case. In the note he re- 
ports that the Supreme Court 
has granted a rehearing and 
predicts that withthe ascension 
of Justice Jacobs t 
Brennan to the Court to fi 
vacancies created by the retire- 


wa 
aia 





|} ment of Justices Case and Acker- 


son, the Ceurt on the rehearing 
will split three to three with 


| Justice Brennan not voting. The 
prediction was born 


out when 
the Supreme Court rendered its 
decision after the rehearing last 


| week. 


daughters. He was known as an 
industrious, upright man of good 
Standing in the community. For 
two years prior to his disappear- 
ance, however, he had been em- 
bezzling moneys from the bank 
where he was employed asa 
cashier. At the time of his dis- 
appearance, he left an unpaid 
note, an overdrawn bank ac- 
count, a. affectionate letter to 
his wife, expressing remorse, and 
a letter to the bank, admitting 
his actions and expressing the 
hope that he could repay some 
day. Since then, no one has seen 
or heard from him. In 1952, Gil- 
bert’s wife, Mary, sued City Life 
Insurance Co., to recover as 
beneficiary of a life insurance 
policy, issued by the defendant 
on the life of Gilbert. The prem- 
jums have been paid regularly. 
The only defense is that there 
is no adequate proof that Gilbert 
is dead. Decide the case 

2. (a) D was on trial for the 
murder of V. Only 3 persons were 
present at the time of the hap- 
pening, namely, D, V, and W. W 
was the wife of V. D’s story was 
one of self-defense. W was called 
for 


and testified as a witness 
the State. Her testimony as to 
what took place at the time of 


», if believed, made out 
murder. On eX- 
W was asked, “Did 


the killin 
a case O! cross 


amination, 


you not siate to X, on the day 
following this killing, that D had 
to kill V keep from getting 


killed himself?” The Prosecutor 
objected to this question on 2 
zrounds 1) that it was not 
proper cross examination, and 
2) that any such statement, 
even if it had been made, would 
not be evidentiary of the facts, 


mere expression of 
conclusion of the 
objection. 

Prosecutor had not 
the above question 


Since lt W4S ¢ 
an cplnion or 


witness. Rule on the 


D li re 


oplected te 


and W had denied making the 
statement to X. mignt D’s couns- 
sel call X as a defense witness 
to verify the making of this al- 
leged statement by W, and have 


such testimony received over the 
objection of the Prosecutor? 
The State also offered in 
evidence a letter written by V to 
D, week before the fatal 
altercation, and found by the 
police in D’s apartment, when 
thev arrested him, in which let- 
ter V accused D of running 
around with V’s wife and of con- 
spiring with her to kill him. Is 
this letter ad sible, over D’s 
objection‘ 
D's coun 
nesses to prove that 
a man in a tavern in 
Chicago z vears before kill- 
ing of V bv D. Is this evidence 
admissible‘ 
aD 


ne ci 


One 









offered wit- 
V had killed 


brawl i 


sel 


(d 


the 


was on trial, charged with 
ime of rape. 
the State was 


by 


ifness tor 





-d on cross examination 
jaf > 1) ] ‘T ++ “y 
defense counsel, “Is I true 
+} + I) . livin writ} 
that you are living with the 


woman, who made the complaint 
against the defendant, as hus- 
band and wife, although you are 


not married to her?” The wit- 
ness replied, “That’s a dirty lie.” 
May defense counsel call wit- 


nesses to prove that this answer 
by the State’s witness is false? 

(b) The same State’s witness 
was vigorously cross examined by 
defense ccunsel and the infer- 
ence was created that his testi- 
mony was influenced by some 
promise of personal leniency 
from the authorities. In an effort 
to overcome this adverse infer- 
ence, the Prosecutor asked this 
question: “Is the testimony 





(Continued on page 6, col. 1) 
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"DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS 


WORDS AND PHRASES — The 





ing or premises in which a busi- 


PLEADING—Where statute cre- 


ating action makes period for 
starting suit an element of the 


meaning of the word “garage” ness, service or industry con-| ¢@use, complaint must allege 
has expanded with the times nected with motor vehicles is, that action is instituted within 
and is no longer limited to conducted or rendered, and shall, Such period. 
buildings for storing cars but; include all premises used for;—All essential elements ef a 
may include parking lots. ‘motor vehicles either housed or| cause cf action must still be 
MUNICIPAL LAW — WORDS unhoused, excepting automobile! stated in the complaint as at 
AND PHRASES — Ordinance salesrooms gn common law though formality 
defining “public garage” aS| pefendant was convicted and| is relaxed. 
any building or premises iM fneq for conducting a parking PLEADING cela : 
which service connected with jot jn violation of the ordinance.|* 1s OING — W a sega 
vehicles is rendered, whether ye County Court on appeal re- _ under R.S. 2:57-1 to re- 
See: a2 aE: EN Ck the conviction on the, OO =e paid, failure to 
parking lots. pround a parking lot is not a er — 8 Shap seep sate 
Digested from an opinion by ceri Belt ce deat Wide went the 6 month limit fixed 
Goldmann, J.A.D. rendered Oct. finition of “public garage” is an re uff ee ee ee 
16, 1952. Appellate Div. Newark piouous. The city appeals. insufficient. 
v. Martin. For appellant—Mich-|  feld: There is no ambiguity Dicested from an opinion by 
ael Breitkopi (Charles Handler, in the definition in its applica- McGeehan, S. J. A. D. rendered 
oy. one A. Ward on the tion to parking lots. The signi-/Oct. 16, 1952. Appellate Div. 
brief). For respondent Ralph ficant words are: Szabed\ Frame. For appellant 
G. Mesce (Carl & Wm. Abbruz- “any premises in which James L. R. Lafferty (Linda- 


ite 
zese, attys). service . . connected 


conducted a park-} 


Defendant ' tor vehicles is render 
u Y) ?) res ? > Qc ‘ a : . 
ing lot in an area zoned as @ and shall include all pren 
second pusiness zone Section 1 used for motor vehicles . uU 
of the ordinance prohibited the ca 
: ; housed 
use of any building or premises 74 me , '" 
: : 3 a | ne wora premises iciuc 
in such zone as a “public gar-), vacant lot. A parking lot 
on . . ‘“ ~ sas Te ES AU ALL AsOl. £ pas hips i1VUl 
vane Section 1, “Definitions clearly within the  definiti 
aa 2 ; 
provides: contained in the ordinance 


“The term ‘public garage’ shall 7 se craeas cake , 
court DeiOW ressea 















































with m 


Steelman & Lafferty, 
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d,'Cuddie E. Davidson, Jr., on the 
ses br For respondent Joseph 
n-' Fed Feder & Rinzler, attys). 
; On motion of defendant the 
Af } ty Court dismissed 
l t for failure to state 
‘ 101 
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; The ; Boron a as “An 
be construed to mean any build- an ‘tenein Haeeibe Ink”? conmpies on 1e first alleges that “On 
- ra al ng 1o Onnotcves 4 1 o ease 
SRL EAE ae “(or about December 18, 1950 
er sath Fiat Seen ae cape laintiff and defendant entered 
‘ther business connected with : 
ipo 1er ” INness 1€ eC nte wave! on horse races: 
the sale, repair or servicing of vee ae : , 
| or i ‘bile o ) mi “corvicg aintiff lust; as a result plain- 
automobiles. e phrase “servi Soman ee, 
eee he : ages tor | Lift paid defendant $900; and de- 
‘onnected with motor 2 
I: hicles”’ : t , 5 : limited mand is made for the $900 with 
micieS iS no O41 so ilmite ‘op cP 
ve a ling ov faci erest. Except the substitu- 
Save or ee uageag he. ass pear ion of later dates and amounts, 
invest a ehi meeseSS the other three counts are iden- 
. 1 h r \ icles a al 2 Min 
tic The complaint was filed 
la | Nor does the w £ ara re’ Ti) June 14. 1951 
us essaril y connote ne iaea Of a Be : : 
é O [| building or structure in which} The cause of action is based 
ips hcl vehicles are housed, as argued by 0 #8. <¢:3/-9 Which provides 
anisieoas Sepa eye h any person losing and pay- 
QeLrenaanrl wWOra ai l Sta é VA, 
Tru niniwalis: oA , 1 monev in violation of R.S 
Funds Insured up to $10,600 Ee ee a B 2:57-1 may sue and recover such 
by U. S. Govt. Insirumentality CALE aS verte, Arne eee ieee . a th vinner “but 
y the meaning of “garage” has ex- “vy * eet pean aera 
iransactions be handled by mail . rs and w h h su b be brought within 
FREE PASKING ct Kirney Gerage he au ilendar months after pay- 
Your account or ing nvite motive industr: Fhus sit: J r aenvery as aloresala 
come to include gasoline service 2b 1 elow held the 
iva BAW: stations, buildings for automobi m) is defective in that 
& repair service, others pr it failed to allege that the suit 
storage or care hire a | was instituted within six months 
| SAVINGS and Lean Assn. | S'or8s' . eh rqueteanebigg re eet ugisemane 
‘ metimes ¢ er? i Cl iif yiliell i ; I i Ns) 
} 40 COMMERCE ST., NEWARK 2,N.9.]/>- 0 Gags, TN: i iat vnestensie 
' ing lots’ and also as “open air; sought t Ter d 
| Mitchell 2-3650 . . ic % ‘ lank varacen’ | Held: Vi y 1 statute gives a 
q Philip Kiein, President D, garages ) aeece rast Ue vvdiell ¢ tall 2 : 
Reversed remed f rt 
a —_—— / remedy 1 
om; aw } 1 
— { aile t 
a « i : 
ibr h 
F NJIATIONAL SURETY C ORPORATION q| bring | 
{ ; | The provisic 
Specializing in the Evecution of A! uit shall be 
ye ° ¥ "RSS _ 5 Imo hs o.) 
Fiduciary and Court Bonds i nths 0 
Z Jon liabiliv 
— wy = ! i 
§0 PARK PLACE, NEWARK Mitchell 2. $220 @ not of th 
wae te $ : oo J ES "ia condition 
— to i 
Sed a | ler 
= ans H a are 
' &inancial Printers ease of tc 
| as Bice ; 
q° tain al ¢ 
| SPECIALISTS in all p: inted forms and documents ij jliance wv 
required for filing and registration with the #! men 
| Reastin aut te hange Commission ‘| é 
& j 
{ He bout 
| AR T HU R \. [ ROSS fi8 is not sufficient 
! date is within 6 
| a . fi 
| New Jersey Division of 'months from the actual filing of 
i] PANDICK PRESS INC {the complaint. As pointed out in 
HI he pd erent ng dagen ; {| Seitter v. West Jersey, 79 NJ.L 
71-78 CLINTON STREET, er bi ARK 5, N.J #1977. such 9 time limitation in a 
evi, such ime limitation in ¢ 
1 TELEPHONE M ARKE T 3-4994 i statute dues not m ike any pre- 
\ a - weemeet cise date 1 ial; all that is 
y FETS GEE “~~; material is that the suit be with- 
es £. in the time limitation set forth 
T{ t LF H \ a | } TP ANCE lin the statute. The denial by 
aks QOURAAUL ‘defendant that payment was re- 
nm fceived on the date specified 
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argues that thouglt 
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ane Consultants 
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issue be- 


apa that it occurred at 
date within six months be- 
would justify the action. 
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have been 
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Grossman Elected President of Federal Bar 
Of N.Y., N.J. and Conn. 


Edwin M. Borcha 
advisory ccuncil. He is 
of the Committee on 
tional and Comparativ 
the New York State Ba 


Jersey Attorneys Elected Prof. 
to Several Offices 

Grossman, New 
elected president 


New 


ym 
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\f 
a ol 
Was 


Bernard 
York City, 
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of the Federal Bar Association of tion, and of the Secti f 
New York, New Jersey & Con- ternational! and _ Co: rat 
necticut on October 14th, at the Law of the American Bar 4; 
25th annual meeting of the As- ciation, and is a member of --#mm to! 
sociation International Law Assi 
Mr. Grossman has been secre- _ The other officers ele 
tary of the Association since Henry Ward Beer, , 
1950, and was previously chair- emeritus, Robert A. C <@ stit 
man of its Committee on Educa- e€cutive vice president 00re 
tion, and vice-chairman of its Barack, treasurer; Hi Song 
Committee on International Mes, assistan- secretal Dltog@l tha 
Law. Levin, financial secre ng whi 
TL, q y atkat . p 
He is a Fellow of the New York Thecdore R. Kupferm . Bl 
Academy of Sciences; is secre- tary The regional “Pres. nig! 
ary of the Consular Law Socie agent's elected were: s ae of | 
an organization of ‘awyers rep- Gazan, Southern Dis New tor 
resenting the foreign consulates York; Euward E. Fa) 1 lige 
and embassies in the U. S. or District of New York Ty (RIAI 
substantially engaged in inter- Hubbard, Northern I ica 
F , i “ > New York 7 yic 
national matters, and succeeded New York: David D. N West tl trax 
rn District of New 4 : if ; 
dismissed under our former B. Weiss, District of C ; fran 
practice, it should not have been 4nd Allea L. Tumar! CU ith 
dismissed under our present lib- Of New Jersey. Somm Levig I 
] 1 , re : and Tumerkin wees AT age 
eral rules as to pleading and cites 429@ tumearkin are X : 
the corresponding Federal Rules Y€rs. Dig 
and cases. This is of no aid. The =e es 1 
> . a“ e . ’ 
rule in our state was pronounced Passaic Bar To Cc iSider 19 
in the Grebart and Anderso ; ; t€ 
é and Amsersen Voting on Judicial 
“ases that cur substantive law is Cc ° 
not changed and that the es- and.dates S 
sentials of a cause of action or - es Tee ee 
defense must still he stated LeWine to Speak; Nom nations 
Affirmed Submitted 
Bigelow, J. A. D. dissenting, interesting re 5 
holds: ; tit at Pa , 
I: ; S wreaq at tne n Ba 
Ss 1) Y on t} yer. 
3 irent yi Une vey of » Passaic Coun! Acca’ 
nents tn he nN eVS were Pe 
nents 1a ne moneys Were’ ciation on Oct. 27th H 
aid after tl bets were = ] ee +14 x 
ie Z 4 fe ere placed alexander Hamilton P \J 
nd 1 ss } elle ct, there , the The repor: will be su 
mI _ ts an } ayn me ent S a commities studyi: ] 
lage alte 1 ec. 14, 1950 and the tion: “Shell the me 
tio} was b y n nN time y 
a scone a. Bar Association sho % 
f on } x legoations - 2 
d COl Ot sad al peau of ference he ap} t 3 
me were not material and it ,. a oid ¢ 
Was thereiore necessary to al- 451) the results of I 
, itn nd ~ retiON wae 29M. 3 e+: - l 
1 na ne actior wa: com be made ublic? s 
menced vithin the period pre- T 
1 ; o 1 3 I eS Spea < 
ribed. Such is hardly the case _. i“ Ww oe The 
unaer Oil present ules. Rule r 
3:9-5 provides that “For the pur- 
ose Of testing the sufficiency of ¢ 
iverments of time and e 
ce a aterial and shall be The inating le 
ere. 7 
— 
Fre 
You a 
- OB) scar 
‘ In our l4ist year we are de t 
“eeGO mindful of our responsibility The \ 
and cur part in—the developm’nt (JBM) br necli 
of the village that has become ‘'e sions 
vibrant city of Newark. der 
rectic 
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le a 


customer's own attorney draw a new 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS |REAL PROPERTY—A right to 


tangible of 
the lands of an- 
other is a profit a’ prendre and 
hereditament 
which passes by descent if it 
is a right in fee or by distri-| 
is for a limited 


EGLIGENCE—The 
proximate cause is whether but 
for the negligence involved the 
event would not have occurred. 

immobile objects 

concerned a test as to proxi- 39:3 

mate cause is whether the ob- 
ect in the circumstances pre- 

sented in any way contributed 


franchise holder for negligence 
ff anyone hauling 
hise is encompassed 





test as to 














take 
value from 


H something 
There was conflict as to whether 

the trailer’s lights were lighted. ! 
The jury could have found also! an 
that White did not have with 
him the flares required by RS. | 
-64 and did not place such 
fiares on the highway. | 


The 


incorporeal 


are 
bution of it 
time. 

—A right to 
the lands of 


quarrv 


higiaway, at the point in 


the trailer and, Seymour Smith 


flares. As to) attys; Ira D 


quate lighting on 


under the * : 5 
in not displaying 




















ers of a road are there to receive 





Freedom 


From 
Worry 


as an attorney cannot ren- 
without af; that 


ir best services 


\ind. 


COMPANY 


1189 Raymond Boulevard 


worry of possible claims} that 


anda grave 

The Judge of the Chancery 
Division ved that the license 
was revocable. had been revoked, 
;and that defendants were entitl- 
ed to remove their machinery 
and equinment. Defendants ap- 


and the naked 
entering on a 
support a rul- 
negligence as 


moving vehicles 
circumstance of 
shoulder does not 
ing of contributory 
a matter of law. 


Lastly it is urged the court 


should not have charged that A.| peal. 
E.A. could be held under the; Held: The issue is whether on; 
theory of vicarious liabilty since; the deat Schultz the privi- | 


to his administratrix 
kin. and the nature 

ilege 
license 


was not included in the 
issues as framed in the pretrial] and next 

order. The pretrial order stateS|of the priv 
plaintiff contends there was| A simp! 


lege pass 


to use 


agency and defendan leze which confers 


ligent acts, errors or omis- d defendants deny any| is a mere privi 
professional services ren- agency relationship. There was,on the iicensee no interest In | 
" : evidence from which agency; the lands. But a right to take} 
cered to your clients can be}? mioht be ‘ound. Additionally, it) somethine tangible of value from 
ted by the complete pro-{ was established, over objection | the lanc d of another is a profit! 
afforded by our Lawyer's} that AEA. held an ICC. fran-| a’ prendre and is an incorporeal | 
ve Policy. chise A holder of such franchise | heredit ament since it is recog- 

is chargeable with the negli-!nized as a right. The rights to 

not call our office now forf gence of cne engaged to haul, quarry or mine lands of another| 
ars — Mitchell 2-2965. under the permit. In effect, the; are common illustrations of a! 
hauler becomes the agent of the’ profit a’ prendre. It is sometimes | 

FRED W. ANDRES leenace. Such vicarious ability owned in onnection with and 
was included within the scope of; as an appurtenance to land re- 


Pretrial or- 
technically 


dominant 
owned as a corporeal 


fuarded 
it may be 


the issue of 
ders are not 


agency. 
to be so 








r— 











e limited as defendant urges. Piiotie tr ross 7 t | 

Newark 2, N.J. ee a A | right in ¢1 Where a profit 

Affirmed |} a’ prendre in gross, it is in the 

a 5 —— ‘nature of personal privilege, 

‘but it is nevertheless a distinct, 

indenends object of ownership 

A which is crdina rily alienable, as- 
MORTGAGE FINANCING prince cl ry ettontiyse 

By the rreement “the party 


TITLE 


Full Cooperation 
with Attorneys 


HU 2.3900 


& 
INSURANCE 


yart grants to the 
second part the ex- 
clusive right” etc. The agree- 
ment was under seal, acknow- 
| ledged, and recorded. The use of 
| the underlin d words and of the 
usual formalities in creating an 
incorpore -al interest indicate the 


of the first 
party of she 





FRANKLIN Mortoace 


& TITLE INSURANCE CO. 





intention of the parties. These, 
with the nature of the right (to 


lands | 


estate, or} 


or mine 
another in the 


to the event. * lehiegm = Be aes — absence of limiting provisions 
The naked circumstance of pir = gg ate or contrary intention is com- 
yaving the road and entering (1+. the shoulder and collided, ™enly a prot a’ prendre. 

mm a shoulder does not con- vith the rear of the trailer. |—Werds such as “grant” and 
stitute negligence as a mat- Bi | “exclusive right” in agreement 
ter of law. Held: Defendants first argue; giving another a right to quar- | 
Held. jury could properly find that no negligence was hepato ry ones’ lands, together with 
that collision between car 0” their vart and that their neg-| sealing, acknowledgement and 
ghich left road and struck a /igence, 1f any, was not the | recording of the agreement, 
yuck parked on shoulder at Prceximate cause of the accident. | indicate intention to grant a 
aight without lights was result Their contention is that since) profit a’ prendre rather than a| 
of negligence of truck opera- the trailec was standing still on| mere license. 

tor without contributory neg- the shoulder, there was no neg-| ‘era | 
ligence of car operator. ligence and no proximate cause. | Diniewageny 1 a an open by | 
eis]. — PRETRIAL — Issue of ©” the evidence the iury could Jayne, SJ.A.D rendered Oct. 16, 
RIAL liability of LC. C. Clearly find, as it did, that White/ 1952. Appellate Div. Moore v. 
Fea ey oo cliecne: Was negligent in not having ade-|Schultz et als. For appellants— 


(Hein & Smith, 
Dorian on the brief). | 


wae ‘Oxi se. t sti -;For respondent—Michael A.| 

githin pretrial order stating proximate cause. the question is: ee ael A.| 

os 7 If the tractor-trailer was prop-| DWwye! Doughty & Dwyer, 
agency is one of the issues. bo : pap: 
erly lighted and flares were plac- | 4ttys) 

Digested from an opinion by ed as reauired. would the col-; In 19401 a Moore by agree- 
ettino, J.A.D. rendered Oct. lision nevertheless have taken;Mment under seal granted to 
19 Appellate Div. Beyer v., nlace? On the facts presented.,Frank Schultz the “exclusive 
t al. For plaintiff—An- the jury could properly find that; right to enter upon her premises 

Lawrie. Fo! fendant had the truck been lighted and 2nd to remove sand and gravel 
C. Stanley Smith. For flares displayed, Bever would, therefrom s he “sees fit”. The 
t3; White and A.E.A J. have avoided it and the accident; agreement ovided that the 

Sarton. For A.E.A. on, would not have occurred. There-| “privilege hould extend for 10, 
laim—-Joh1 rre Jr. fore. thev could. as thev did.| vears with the option in Schultz 
Beyer Jr. die 5 re- find nroximate cause. Where im-| tO ren he privilege for an- 

“collision witl ictor- Mobile objects are concerned,| other 10 Schultz agreed to 

The trac vned the test is whether the obiect| Pay Mrs. M e certain sums per 

é sical th Ww he in the circumstan presented | cubic fo nd or gravel re- 
1s owned nt nm any wij ) ited to the; movea. Ine reement also con- 

4 — Suit wa bi vent tained ¢ vision that it could 
PS ud Wad ny aie Fi - 
admin Soty ; D : | tot “be isned without the 
AEA AE ; ha tinier pariasieagting he nt of” Mrs. Moore 
5 uw that contributory negligence ap-|_.. 1... SR Moor 
and joine Krafsky,! neared as a matter of law. As-|~ her si 3 n Moore 
inlauare iil found we 3 : Mrs in 1941 and 
mployer. LHe jury suming that entering upon aj),_. ; mE RY a3 
tiff in the s $35,000 .; ld , k cutie her son, the pl iff Benjamin 
1 th i ) shoulder bespeak negligence, - id 
both defenda nat spinnin w Cee 13.4. | Moore e. Schultz ex- 
potn aetendan an vet even that would not establish iz ; ae ee 
7 A ny ft} er- shee pistes reas “due, PL eTeISeG rivilege and paic 
AEA. on the *~ neeligence proximately contri- { 
fendant is a ',.'the agreed ims. He installed 

Jerendants av} butinge to the coilision. One’s a ipment on the 

‘ident occurred high- negligence in leavine the high-| ‘acDmery a o— verge 
anes are ; : ; ld t nage + Premises. in 1 949 he gave plain- 

4 I NSIStEAG wav col be correcte wltn j A 
The hig! vav could bé cled witnout) ie writte; notice of exercise of 
’ -rete S Aa mich n s or return 
ponte id ey ee es genie the option to renew the agree- 

» shoulder o1 side. thereto, or by returning more ais * = 

fp pon oa tor-| sh sh ee : if an ob-| ment. Schultz died Oct. 17, 1950. 

he tires of ft Or- sharply or stopping if an ob- , : 

: : 4 PS dome age : ie si The ei aaaieal Defendat ire his widow and 
came efiated alQ@ struction ?s seen. ne jury co oid : i ; 

at Sega +s otolads engenders yey ee, (heirs a nd next of kin. On 
arked on the shoulder. have concluded that the neglect,|,, + laintifé notifi 

; pie ‘see 3 : ~~ | Nov. 15, 1950 plaintiff notified 

telephoned A.E.A istruc- if any, in leaving the concrete| 1). wig idministratrix of 

7 as ceeed if Wa tee Gs masa short dis-| ‘he wid administré f 

n nd pr - ed to bh ane and tra rs » ys t = -| Schultz's estate that he revoked 
e. The time was night an@ tance on the shouider was not) ,, ASA Se ore : 

lee fo ndition. 4 ei - e The should-| 22¥ and all licenses” to ente! 
¢ ogey yNaQIIOL ¢ prox ite cause. . < 1d- ’ 

vas a [108 4 proximat caus € 1a on the pr ises and remove sand 
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Four More Attorneys 


The Supreme Court last week 


announced the names of four W.V 
attorneys who were janq 


more 


ship. 


Maurice Y. Cole, Jr., 
ward Fitzgerald, Joseph A. Mag- 
azzu and Joseph Nester. 


ANNOUD NC EMENT 
Parker announces 
of his offices from 
Main Street. East Orange, to 444 
Main Street. 

ihe will continue in the general 
practice of the law. “Tf 





| Terry 


! 


sworn in. The four had passed 
their examinations earlier but 
had not completed their clerk- 


| removal 
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Sworn In 


governor 


new attorneys are: experts” 
Thomas Ed- 


system. 
While 


the 
339 Assn., 
East Orange, where posit 
speeding 





las an easement in 
Where such 
ed in fee; 


| conclusion that the privilege was 
in law within the category of a 
prendre in gross some- 
|times more modern! y designated 


| profit a’ 


serted, 


our court 
ginia’s 


gross. 


WHITE SULPHUR 
a. (ACCN)—William C. Mar- 

Democratic candidate for 
of West Virginia, has 
proposed that the next state leg- 
“a commission of 
to consider revision and 
improvement of the state’s court 


islature create 


White 
Springs to attend 
meeting of the West Virginia Bar 
he ceclared that he want- 
ed “to make perfectly clear” his 


elected 
“I expect 
comprehensive improvement in 
procedure. 
court procedure 


streamlining. 


Proposes Court Reform 
If Elected Governor 


SPRINGS, 


Sulphur 
the annual 


ion on simplifying and 
up court action. 
governor,” he as- 


to work for a 


West Vir- 
needs 


interest is grant-, “Our court procedure is pre- 

it will descend to the! scribed and governed by many 

owners heirs. Where, as here, it disjoined inconsistent sta- 
is for a limited period of years, tutes which have accumulated 
it will be distributed to the next, Without coordination over the 
ihe holder as chattels years and which often lead to 


of kin of 


real. 


The 
“ement 
sonal privilege in the 
terminated at Schultz’s 


agri 


a license 
deatn 
vision ag 
phasized. 
intended to be a 
cense, 


Was 


less 


Prant 


clause 
propriate 


Case, 


operation 
Plaintiff 
ion that 


party 


The 


Was ni 


sonal 


amount 
decision 
privilege. 
The 
ouired 


sonaity 
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_ sxe HHO 


inst assignment 


profit a’ 


of law 


reinOVai 
the second part see fit.” 
agreement 


t intended 


right 
became an 


ULRTIFIED 


confusion 
concluded the Of cases. 


mere per- 


court 
created a 


and delay in 


the trial 





category of 
this the pro- 
is em- 
eranted 
mere li- 
was need- 
intended to 
prendre, the 
necessary and ap- 
And, in the present 
transference is by 
not assignment 
points to the provis- 
shall be “‘as the 


aspect, 


If the right 
provision 
if it was 


indicates this 
to make it per- 
rather to leave the 
be removed to the 
the holder of the 


Schultz 
asset of per- 


nis estate 


which ac- 
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$400,000.00 paid in claims 
to attorneys 


. -- Loss of Life 


* Group Life Plan— 
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Protective Insurance— 
against professional errore 
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New Jersey State Bar Association 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., & COMPANY 


1180 RAYMOND BOULEVARD 
NEWARK 2, NEW JERSEY 


MARKET 3-3086 









































































































Page Four 


NEW JERSEY 7 JOURNAL, THURSDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1952 


eee index Page aa 5 N. 








— 
a 











New Jersey Law Journal 


ALFRED C. CLAPP, Editor 


ASSOCIATE EDITORS 
Samuel! Allcorn, Jr. Ward J. Herbert 
Milton B. Conford Leon S. Milmed 
Marshall Crowley William P. Reiss 
Karold H. Fisher Morris M. Schnitzer 
Richard F. Green Clark Crane Vogel 
Israel B. Greene Joseph Weintraub 
Joseph Harrison 
Jerome L. Trachtenberg, Managing Editor 
Published every Thursday by the 
NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL PUBLISHING CO. 


24 Edison Place, Newark 2, N.J. 
Mitchel! 2-0075 
Aaron Skinder, Publisher 
Subscription Rate 
One Year - - - $7.50 
Entered as Second Class Matter, January 24, 1934, 4 the Post Offic: 
Newark, N. J., under the Act of March 3, 1879 
THURSDAY, OCTOBER 23, 1952 ey: 





Some By-Products of Our Defense Against 
Communism 
The fam 


iliar swell of po} ular cOnsternation is a great guardian 























of the public weal. It stirs the lethargic and the indifferent. Yet 
in its very strength inheres a weakness, for it may run unchan- 
nelled and in its rush to meet and destroy evil it may destroy 
as well things that are precious. Sober 1aen who sense its capacity 
for harm and would restrain i ometimes remain mute, lest 
others recklessly identify them with the provocative evil itself 
And for like reason men who hold public office may at times 
resort to measures which their inner men regret or even abhor. 
» The threat of Russian Communism provoked a surge of in- 

dignation w.:hout which our defenses might have remained re- 
latively inert. With it, however, came excesses wh ich threatened 
to invade th very values we are fighting to prote If all that 
Gistinguished our way of life from its ublneieal enemy were 
different concepts of an economic order, fair men could not deny 
the right of any people to select the system they prefer, however 
distasteful they might personally find it. The irreconcilable dif- 
ference is rather tnat one order is devoied to the great personal 
liberties and the other would destroy them throughout the world 
If in fighting Communism we should ourselves destroy the y 
freedoms which Communism threatens, we would author our own 
defeat. Every step we take which abridges those freedoms brings 
us closer to the systems we detest 

True, an emergency may be be so great that some freedom 
must yield for the time being, but nothing less than sheer neces- 
sity ca nt even the slightest inroaa upon tn Small en 
croachments upon liberty are like little embez nis he 
Gull the sensibilities and invite extensions which ma lissipate 
the iIuna 

We are now well aware of “guilt by association” and “Mc- 
Carthyism” and the bludgeoning of freedom which they threate 
We have seen lawyers walk on their Knees before them. We ar 
at last at a stage where men can deplore those methods in the 
public forum without thereby falling victim to them. Our purpose 
here is sp of raagcert — ion close to the judicial process 
and pose the question ho hat we might herefrom 


convicte 


ye. The thesis 
who testi- 
1 further 
defense ol 
-l ~ <? | 
acquitted, he may be sub- 


and so on and on, until 

















bringing an alleged commu- 

ni t r € that a man charged with 

c t V except upon the peril of a 

s if : s ry d not believe him? Do we 

, > defen se of a crimina! charge so risky that a 
must jer whether i. is safe to defend? 

: mind f this precedent should be estab- 
be con set ting of communism. It 
each all is involving criminal] charges. 

urge to resort to ipl amma recently ap- 
ur own State. A defendant was convicted before a 
a violation of an ordinance. The magistrate there- 


1 for falsely denying guilt and 
a re-hashing of the 
Fortunately the 


a charge of Fenech 
course 


ndant guilty. 


I 


halt to this seemingly endless process 

ontempt ocedure to be there inappropriate. 

t : 10 N. J. A te 475 (1950). We add that the Ap- 
peliat Division Gid not express an y ‘iew as to whether the second 


i refer this 


ston case are real and not merely a matter of aca- 
se the question in terms of existing constitutional 
approach would be too narrow. After all, those 
erged from fundamental beliefs, and the content 
ntees was doubtless dictated by the particular in- 
e beliefs which had been recorded. New inventions 


y obnoxious to our ultimate concept of fair play. 





be maintained by indictment. We to 
ce to demonstrate that the widespread implications , 


‘Consider Power To Make | 


Treaties and Executive 
Agreements 


'N. Y. Bar Association Hears 
{ From The International 


! Law Experts 


a public hearing on 
Thursday, October 9, in the 
auditorium of the New York 
County Lawyers’ Association, re- 
‘lative to the powers of the Presi- 
‘dent of the United States to 
make treaties and executive 
; agreements with foreign govern- 
President Edwin M. Ot- 


; Following 

















ments, 

terbourg of the Association an- 
| nounced yesterday that the 
;points raised at the hearing by 
experts on the subject appeared 
to hint » be of such vital im- 
‘portance that he proposed, pro- 
jvided the, Board of Directors 
agree, to seek a membership vote 
on the question of now the As- 
‘sociation should stand relative to 
pl posals to amend the Consti- 
‘tution of the United States with 
regard to the treaty powers. 

The American ong Association 
acting through t tiouse of De- 
egates, is on record as favoring 
an amendment, and, in the} 
words of Hon. Joseph M. Pros- 
kau one of the speakers at the 
he ng, was represented by 

heir heaviest artillery” in an 
effort to swing the New York 
County Lawyers’ Association in- 
to line with the A.B.A. resolution 
The Association of the Bar of 
he City of New York has adopt- 
ed a resolution dissenting from 
he ABA 

The hs 
Gintly by 
n ( I 
vhich H is 
ch mal Committee on 
Fx ae bod tion. which is 
headed by D. Hornstein 

The questi posed were 

One Should the New York 
County Lawyers’ Associatior 
suppor advocaie the adop- 
+3 of a ippropriate amend- 
ne} t he U.S. Constitution 

hi vould prohibit the making 

ties or executive agree- 
ents wii oreign nations 
vhich ¢c 











“Two 
such an 
ith 
agreeme 
t nal la 
hav DEE 
yropriate 
t be 
the yOW 
eo 
I: > A n Aa } ls Com- 
mit 1 International Law 
Chairman Harold J. Gallagher. 
himself a former president Ol 
the A.B.A. steered resolutely 
} urse and explained 
recent years, treaties 
1 cutive agreements were 
rt nation and nation and 
did not seem glaringly to effect 
the lives of the citizens. Today. 
he said, “there are those who 
think treaties and agreements 
ean invade our rights.’ 
Mr. Horustein, member of the 


New York University Law School 
faculty, spoke for his Committee 
yn Federal Legislation. In equal- 
neutral language, he brought 
conflicting viewpoints into 
arp focus by referring to Pla- 
ition that democracy 
last—that it must al- 
followed tyranny— 
“we, 


re) 
ly 
the 
sha 
asset 
not 


to's 
could 


e 


way 
ways 


and said that 
can em 
demccracy, 


by our Ameri- 

of constitutional 
hope to disapprove 
this assertion”. He held that the 
“necessity for a change (in the 
Constitution) must be clear and 
ecnvinciny, and the language of 
the change must be in such form 
that 
introducing 
than the evils it 
eliminate.” 

Both sides, 
bate, warned of 
which might validate Plato’s 
sertion. 


syst 


new evils, far worse} 
is designed to, 


in the ensuing de- 
consequences 
as- 





lienentiien Wenled 


The following is a list of Attorneys whose present whered 
abouts are unknown for proper Bar Directory listing in the! 
1953 LAWYERS DIARY & MANUAL 


Any information concerning the present addresses 
these mcmbers of the Sar, particu‘arly if any of these are jp 
tiie Armed Forces of our country, would be greatly cppreg; 
ated by us. 
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NEWARK Jersey City — Continued “ae me iCH . 
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ETHICS OPINIONS 


Question No. 413 
CONFIDENTIAL 
,OMMUNCATIONS 
PRIETY OF ATTORNEY 





make the 
would not. 


torney to 
otherwise it 


Que stion No. 416 


2MITTING REVENUE AGENT FEES 
EXAMINE SPECIAL AC- ATTORNEY, CO-OWNER OF 


USED FOR ESCROW 
DEPENDS ON WHETHER 
TING SUCH PERMISSION 
INVOLVE DISCLOSURE 
IMUNICATION TO AT- 


REAL PROPERTY, MAY 


ED TO 









































disclosure; 


NOT 
EXACT FEE FROM LESSEE FOR 
PROCURING EXTENSION OF 
LEASE WHERE NOT AUTHORIZ- 
FENDER LEGAL SER- 





Y IN COURSE OF PRO- VICES TO LANDLORDS 
+, NAL EMPLOYMENT My problem is as follows: 
shou.d an attorney, whose ac- together with a number of my 
snts are being audited by an clients, own an apartment house 
H r Revenue agent, permit the City of New York. A ten- 
se g to examine his special ant of on the stores in the 
int used for escrow funds? building ayproached me to pro- 
The yrney is willing to show cure for him a new lease for 
baix Statements and de- years so as to enable him S¢ 
{ Apart from the prac- h tore. The tenant came to my 
of the situation, and office several times for consult 
ire which the Internal ations. I also took this matter 
n Department is able t ip with mv partners and I suc- 
P t, o\her attorneys i ed in arrangi1 or him 
he opinion to me that leas or ears at ;: nta 
not. They have aid $250.00 p no} 
he Departmen? may be oniy I asked the store tenan pay 
‘ynctovily examiuiin n fee £950.00 for n r 
account for a clue tO yices in procuring the lease. Th 
taxpayer who is the tenant is also employing his o1 
CK ct of the investigation lawyer in this matter 
large cash es de- uld ant yreciate vou ir 
1n an attorney ild in‘ormine me whether it 
se a client. In the jis ethical for me to accept this 
" instance I have in fee of $25000 from the tenant 
chent of the attorney ANSWER TO QUESTION 
N tigated for an allege NO. 416 
deficiency and wheth- In our opinion 
nvestigation is closed. be prope” for the inquiring attor 
NOW. ney to make any charge ! 
be relevant to a thé vices te he tenant unde he 
account gives names ircumstances set fort h 
creditors and t i 
the purpose Unde: fferer ums e: 
he questiv1 ht resolve sel 
ANSWER TO QUESTION into whether this is one of th 
NO. 413 ases wner yne party May p- 
37 of the Cano. f erly be required to pay the at 
il Ethics makes it the torney's f of the the) \ 
lawyer to prese his for legal services actually id 
ifidences. Section 353 ered a ditio ( i! 
Practice Act makes a contrac ] i 
for an attorney i ation or exter r 
communication, made instance ‘the owner vo! ( 
to him, or his ad- ert} \ YO} e re 
hereon, in the irse quired to av a reasonable fee ol 
I essional emp i e€ tor) fol 
iach se must é } i exte on ¢ ths 
by I QE Oo! 
ol cema receive a ) 
Ey I 10 iduci h n 
é -( ers tC é [- 
I I i ( oO! 
ney in the course of securin 4 Y Ss 
- not ec ne vould se ( 
y “aey in connectio1 I nan 
1 of an escrow dé sit written leas t f 
comin! vations O years in nlace le 
eo soit de S ( ) X- 
f the particula ASE ire for ¢ n be 
Matter of Myer v. Myer, 189 requirec th 
4 Matter of Feinberg, expenses i 
Mi 32; Mauch v. Commis- rd’s attorney. 
fro: Internal Revenue, LE n this case 
If they Com- ¢ 1e 
e f the opini h i d 
. lle aa 1 r th at- appear: S f 
Y = Paere: 
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Lawyers Favor 
Judges, 


necticut 
ing 
judges, 


| 
| 


pretrial system an 


on the 


means Ol 


clockets 


was 


HARTFORD 


additi 


of 
indi 
questionnaire dist 
committee 





CONNECTICUT BAR SURVEY ON DOCKET JAMS 


More 
Pretrial System 


\ACCN) 


— Con- 

lawyers favor appoint- 
Superior court 
adoption of a uniform 
d a limitation 

assignm of cases as 
ing the crowded 


state’s courts, it 

replies to a 
rivuted by the 
practice and pro- 


by 


cedure of Junior Bar section 
if the Connecticut Bar Assn. 
The re rther indicated 
that the lawyers, 1ong concerned 
with the ed dockets, are 
willing to more rigid 


enforcem 
at the haz 
order to re 


rules of practice 
f the judges in 
the situation. 





A comp ‘eport on the 
results of lestionnaire and 
he committe findings are 
containet urrent issue of 
he Conn 3ar Journal. 


The cr 
Connecti 
by the 
being 
Superior 
avera 
three yea 
vaiting 
locket 


By a 


+ 


oe 


rie 
Uld 


ndition cf the 
reflected 
ivil cases now 
ford county 
filed an 

nd-a-half to 
They have been 
on the 


S 1S 


Hart 


vere 


of more than 8 























to I, th ! pl ap- 
pointme} ditional judges 
and uri¢ i least Hart 
rd, Ne and Fairfield 
ounties. TI ud “materially 
ay n of the deck- 
ets 

La the ques- 

ion} f on a 
sug curt sit ror 
12 inor h each in- 

livid vaca‘ ion 
time sional time 

( ns ‘Si yme of 

n ) vear system 
referre er heat and 

he it vacation 

Those vear-round 
schedule with the 
comme attorneys 

( the winter 
mont! 

Th majority os 

! ressed bel 

hat ner of. a 

nif is need- 
ed 

C have 

in the 

r S ore 

a 

! jarees 

ettlemen 

t s ready for 

ial. Th yes all of 
heir c ! 1SeS 

Durlt ning week of 
the Se Superio court 
SeSSi Judge John 
T. Cull e entire week 
conduc ial hear es in 

effo1 ing the litigants 
oser t ent. These ses- 
facts | the attorney 
tor the and was not 
1utho by them to make any 
charge the tenant for 
services ré to -he landlord 

The fa tenant had 
his owr indicative of 
the fact inquiring at- 
torney gaged to in- 
duce the rds to give such 
a lease. 

Whethe additional pay- 
ment exa2 from the tenant 
constitutes llegal increase 
in rent ( stion of law and 
not o a and according!y 
does no rn this committee 
But for yf several owners 
(himself rney) to collect 


for his 
from a 
lease, 
full know 
his cco-ow 


in a fiduci 
unless they 


him to aci 
to collect 
rendered 








in our opi 


unles 


to the 


benefit a payment 
for arranging a 
is done with the 
and consent of 
to whom he stands 

relationship and 
expressly authorized 
s their attorney and 
fee-for such services 
landlords, is not 
nion proper or ethical. 
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sions were held in ‘court with a 
stenographer recording the pro- 
ceedings 


sessions, make known their 


claims and defenses. 
By a majority of 


more than 








~“Tyose replying to the ques- 2 to !, the .awyers indicated that 
tionnaires said they felt the pre- ‘one reas:n for the clogging of 
trial conferences would be more the docket is the assignment of 
effective if held in the judge’s numerous cases to a firm in 
chamber rather than in eourt. which there is only one active 
They also expressed beliei that trial lawyer,” They also noted 
the judge conducting pretrial that many defense attorneys use 
sessions snould be given power ou:-of-covnty cases as an excuse 
to enforee pretrial rules with for delay‘ng trial 
“any appropriate order.” The lawyers advocated a 
In addition, they further ex-' stricter enforcement of a practice 
pressed belief that pretrials rule whick specifies that any 
withcut a broader use of so-call- case reached for trial and excus- 
ed “discovery” are ineffective.'’ed more than twice, shall go to 
The provision of discovery pro- the foot of the trial list unless 
vides that lawvers, at pretria! good cause is showr 
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COUNSELLOR'S EXAM 


(Continued from page 1) 
which you have this day given 
in this Court the same statement 
of facts which you gave to the 
police on the first day when you 
were taken into custody, as a 
material witness in this case?” Is 
this question proper? 

Another witness, 
who was called to testify that he 
had seen the alleged misconduct 
and that I’ had admitted to him 
on the morning foilowing the 
crime thal he had committed 
the act, stated, on direct exam- 
ination, that because of darkness 
he had not observed the miscon- 
duct and he did not remember 
any such admission by D on the 


(@) 


states 


next day. The Prosecutor then 
asked him if he had not told 
in vones at the Police Sta- 


Capta 


tion that he had cbserved the 
idust and that D had ad- 

the next morning. To 

itness replied, “I don't 

making such state- 





May the Prosecutor call 
Captain Jones to verify that this 


State's wiiness did make those 

















scateme to him‘ 
4 ywWwas convicted Of Sé€ 
in u ymitrary he pro- 
Vi 1 U ea States 
Cod O1 wpea » contendec 
that the dge erred in al- 
OW aence Ove} D's 
i} @) ( esti v of fec 
I s to ertal e.t 
t S is of 
had ob ed a} 
1 es Oo S1¢ l 
Ys home Is D's 
+9 
cece 
t same se, D SM 
; } 

S ( rl evers he 
aadmiss t Ce »\ 
y's other evi1a t 

S ) © Gove } 
St - 
. iW 
1} ~ T10. 
\ ‘ 
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In the same case. D als 
} + » ; 
Vitti 
V D's obiectio CcOli=- 
> 
x2 
‘ 
‘ 
~ 





Promot ond Dependable | 
THE SERVICE 
Throughout New Jersey 
CHELSEA TITLE 
and GUARANTY 
COMPANY 


ank Building 


Boardwalk National B 
tlantic City, N. J. 


Ocean City, Wildwood, 
Vineland, Mays Landing, 
, Court House, Toms River, 
restown .and Freehold 





°o 


pe 
Mo 











versations of D in his office, re- 
corded on a dictaphene, installed 


without D’s permission, by 


eral agents, 


fed- 
in a small aperture 


in the parition wall, with a wire 
attached to earphones extending 


office, 
the 


adjoining 
overheard 


into 
the 


an 
agenis 


where 
con- 


versations. Did the trial judge 
err? 

(d) Furiher, D contended that 
error was committed in admit- 
ting into evidence, over his ob- 
jection, the testimony of a fed- 
eral agen‘ that another agent 
went into D’s office and he was 
wired for sound, with a small 
microphone in his inside over- 


coat pocket and a small antenna 


running along his arm, so that 
the other: agent, who testified 
and who had been outside the 
offi could overhear the con- 
versations of D, in which D ad- 


initted his selling opium. The 
age. who went into D's office 
was not called as a witness. Is 
D's contention correct? 

» Your client, P, has obtained 
a judgm:nt for $500 and costs 




















against D, in the Essex County 
District Court. The judgment is 
nsatisfi Under present ru 
of the ec t, how would vou pro- 
Cee 
u' If y a4 eX 
D etermin t h i 
Nt \ ( } Vi may t 
) I xan 
\ t D was pos 
t Newark, N. J 
$3,600 
I exa l Ve 
d D owned a USE n 
11 } in Ne N. J 
1 t t Wl }, } sw ¢ i ( 
I eXa 
a tn D Vie 
l re te€ 
home 
6. On Cct. 13, 1950, D, being 
debted te W for $8,000, assign- 
e¢ o W in writing all money 
wl e (D) might be entitled 
1e of a personal in- 
i by D against C then 
De in the N. J. Superior 
& assignment, D con- 
st y his attorney, and em- 





collect or settle the 
lis place, giving W full 


pewer to do anything 


se 


necessary 


for that purpose 
On Mar. 1, 1951. in a contract 
‘tion in the N. J. Superior 
Court, P recovered a judgment 


gainst D for $10,000 

On Mar. 15, 1951, D recovered 
a judgment against C for $5,- 
0C0 in the personal injury suit 

On Mar. 23, 1951, W. acting 
vader the pewer of attorney, as- 
signed D’s judgment of Mar. 15, 
1951 against C, to himself. 

On Mar. 24. 1951, D wrote W: 
“The money assigned to you on 
Oct. 12. 1950, I wish to hereby 
confirm the same, and also con- 
firm the assignment of the judg- 
ment and the money due there- 
on.” 

W now claims title to the 
money due upon the personal in- 
jury judgment recovered against 
C. 
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|} On Mar. 28, 1951, the 
on P’s behalf, levied upon money 
due D under the $5,000 judgment 
cbtained by D on Mar. 15, 1951 
against C, in the personal injury 
action. 

(a) How should W proceed to 
raise the question of title? 

(b) Who entitled to the 
money due under the judzment 
against C? 

7. On Feb. 1, 1952, P borrowed 
$5,000 from B Bank in Clay, N. 
J.. on a note due May 1, 1952. 
ured by stock certificates. The 
was not paid at maturity. 
On June i, 1952, there was a de- 
cline in value of the stock. 
Thereupon, B- Bank, believing 
the margin unsatisfactory, sold 
the stock for $5,500, and tender- 
ed the surplus of $500 to P, which 
P refused 


is 


sec 


note 


+h 
ie 


On June 2, 1952, P demanded 
the return of the stock from B 
Bank. The stock was not return- 
ed 

P then sued B Bank in the 


Bergen County Court in replevin, 
alleging that the stock had been 
sold by bank without notice 
to P of its intention to sell 
The bank denied this in its an- 
Swe and made a motion for 
suminary udgment on the 
round it replevin would not 
lit het 1e defendant did not 
have possession of the property 
vhe } it issued 


t10n 


Decide the me 
7949, Charles sued hi 











8. In Ss 
vil Mar, ( divorce on the 
round of desertion. Mary filed 
1 nsw le desertion o1 
er }ar d I hat Chat 
s had deserted her ind gone 
o Gree vhere he had entered 
into a bi 10us Nn e with 
Hele 1‘ ived wit! nere- 
fter a money settlement was 
a bet:veen Charles and Mary 
who then withdrew her answer 
Judgme} nisi and final were 
subsequently entered in 1950 in 





favor of Charles against Mary 

Charles then married Susie 
who died intestate, leaving as 
her next of kin, Charles, and 3 
children by a former marriage 

This is a petition in the Su- 
perior Court, Chancery Division, 
by George, as administrator of 
Susie, to set aside the judgment 


f divorce by Charles against 
Mary. The ground stated was 
that Charles had, in fact desert- 
ed Mary. and hai thereafter 
contracted a bigamous marriage 
with Helen in Greece and lived 
with Helen there. The purpose of 
the petition was to establish that 
Charles was not Susie’s legal 
husband her death and there- 
fore not entitled to any part of 
her estate. 

The petition was granted, and 


the 1950 civorce judgment by 
Charles against Mary was set 
aside. 


Charles appealed to the Ap- 
pellate Division. Decide the case 

9. In a proceeding in the Essex 
County Juvenile and Domestic 
Relations Court by W. the wife 
against H, her husband, for sup- 
port of and an infant 
child born 4 months after their 
marriage, ‘he Court ordered the 
husband to pay $30. a week for 
the support of the wife and 
child. In the proceeding, the wife 
admitted pre-marital sexual re- 
lations with both H and another, 
and admitted her uncertainty as 


herself 


{to the child’s paternity. H re- 


quested the wife to submit to a 
blood test. Upon her refusal, H 
asked the Court to require W to 
submit to the under RS. 
2:99-4, providing that ‘“when- 
ever it shall be relevant in a 
civil action to determine the 
parentage * * * of any child 


tact 
test 


sheriff, 
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the court, by order, may 
direc hai any party to the ac- 
tion and the person whose par- 

entage is involved submit to * * * 

bloed grouping tests.” 

From the refusal of the Court 


oO submit to the blood 
est. H appealed to the 


f the Super- 








Division o 


Decide ihe ppeal 
er either (a) or (b) 
a’ Draw a noti ntention 


behalt mater- 


ice M's 


( ye Tit d ) ota 
lalman who is furnish mater- 
lals in the construction of a 
new buiiding. You supply the 
cls 
b ice for the 


executor of the estate 
K, sued D, the maker of 
a $1060 note. payable to the order 


as 





of K. D's answer contained a 
general denial and a _ separate 
defense it K, in his lifetime. 
had forgiven all debts due and 
owing from D to K. There was 
also a counterclaim by D for 


$1000, as the reasonable value of 
personal services rendered by X 
to K, during K’s life-time, which 
‘laim X had assigned to D. At 
the opening of the trial, D ad- 
mitte that the signature on 
the note was his, that K had died 
on May 2, 1952, and that P was 


10Nn 


ills 


the duly qualified executor of 
the estate of K 
P then testified that upon 


opening ‘'s safe devosit box, in 
the presence of a representative 
of the Inheritance Tax Bureau, 
he found the $1000 note, for 
Which suit was brought, that he 
demanded payment from D, and 
that D refused to pay the same 
The note was then offered and 
received in evidence, over D’s 
objection. P then rested. D’s mo- 


tion for «a dismissal of the com- 
plaint. on the ground that P had 
failed to make out a cause of 
action, was denied. 


D then testified that he knew 


K and that he had had conver- 
sations with K, with reference 


to the nore i t, over P’s 
objection. rt refused to 
allow D to testify to those con- 
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ment went against D 
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2. P. obtained a 
$25,000 against D, f 
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must be determined in the light 
of all the circumstances in each 
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they are normal, usual, and cus- 
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Attorney General's 
Opinion 
FORMAL OPINION 1952—No. 29 
Hon. William J. Dearden, 
Director of Motor Vehicles, 

I have your request for a for- 
mal opinion in which you ask 
to be advised whether under Sec. 
3 of Chapter 174, P.L 1952, 
known as the “unsatisfied claim 
and judgment fund law,” a deal- 
er can be considered 
registerin: a motor vehicle and 
should, therefore, be required to 
pay $1.00 for each set of pl 
issued if the deale is insured 
and $3.00 jf 
issued if t! 
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United States District Court Calls, 


UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 























DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY Pre-trial Conferences have already been held 
Pre-trial Conferences, pursuant to Rule 16 of in the actions listec below. 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. wili be 
i : For the purpese of fixing trial dates. there 
held by Judge William F. Smith, un Court Room wit) be a call of these actions by Judge William 
No. 5, U. S. Court House (Post Office Buildira), fF Smith. at the time and.on the dates in- 
Newark, N. J. at the time and dates indicated. dicated in Caart- ‘Room Mo: 5 y = Cc fi 
PRE-TRIAL COUNSEL SHALL HAVE FULL House (Post Office Bu Iding) Newark NJ ii 
FAMILIARITY WITH THEIR CASES. Tria's will commence about N vember 25, 1952 
FURTHER INFORMATION AS TO TRIAL NOVEMBER 13 1952 rv = 
DATES WILL BE FURNISHED AT THE CON- 10:00 AM “4 
FERENCES. TRIALS WILL COMMENCE ABOUT ¢ 396 49 | ¢.400-49 - C-661-49 - C-852-49 
NOVEMBER 25, 1952. NOVEMBER 13, 1952 ; 
Your attention is directed to a recent amend- 2:00 P rf 
ment of Rule lic. of the rules of this court. €-295.49 - C-23-5 
It provides that unless the court otherwise 299-49 - U-L5-9 
directs counsel for plaintiff shall deliver a ————— 
trial memorandum to court within 10 days after 
pre-trial confererice; counsel for defendant to Essex Weekiy Call 
deliver a trial memorandum within five days ee ee 
thereafter. A copy of each trial memorandum i 
shal! be served upon opposing counsel forthwith ESSEX yh taal 
“aa. FRIDAY, OCTOBER 24, 1952 
233 Page Fe 4 50 The following Superior Court and County Court 
oon Pie Sona C-182-5) Cases will be called before Assignment Judge 
“982-50 EMBER 13 1952 ac William A. Smith, Room 222, Court House, at 
NOV 2:00 P. M. 10:00 A.M. and will be subject to being set 
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TRACERS CO. 
of AMERICA 





CORPORATION OUTFIT g- 
IN Daawer BOX !* hz 


FILING CABINET! 22 


By Mailed PREPAID within 5 hrs.! 
¥%& Seal IN YOUR OFFICE 
within 24 hours! 


INCLUDES: 
Stock & Transfer Ledger 
#0 Corporate Desk Seal 
3 Ring Minute Book with Booster 
Book of Lithographed Stock Certificates 
With Printed Minutes . . . $14.00 
Gold Lettering on all Books . . . $1.00 ex. 
Pocket Seal in lieu of Desk Seal . . . $1.50 ex. 
OFFICE 


ALL-STAT SUPPLY CO. 


67 SPRINGFIELD AVE., NEWARK 3, N. J. 
PHONE: MARKET 2-4290 






#Reinforced 
DRAWER box (as 
pictured) $1.50 ex. 


OTHERS AT | 
$14, $17, $19 
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| Questions and Answers 
On Unemployment 
Compensation 


Trenton — More employment 
questions and answers are pre- 

nted today by the Division of 
Employmert Security, Depart- 
ment of Labor and Industry. 


sen 


Q. My regular job is with the 
federal! government but on 
Thursday nights and Saturdays 


I work in a store. Deductions are 
made from wages for unemploy- 


ment ani temporary disability 
insurance. Since I never expect 
to claim either can I get back 


the money deducted? 

A. No. There is no provision 
in the law for refund of deduc- 
tions under the 
However, if you should lose both 
your jobs you would be en- 
titled to unemployment benefits 
based on your employment in 
private industry. Also if you be- 
come sick or disabled and meet 
the eligibility requirements, you 
could receive disability insur- 


ance payments 


of 


Q. I am the only person work- 
1g for my present employer and 
am not covered bv the unem- 


i? 
il 


I 


nloyment insurance law. I would 
like to have this protection. Is 
there any wav I may “join” the 


system? 


-mployer desires, he 
coverage under the 
Unemployment 
‘tion Law which pro- 


employers who are not 








aw may elect to have 
ers covered provided 
a majority of the ¢«mployees do 
not objec 
Q ae t want to criticize 
vour ne\ system that begins 
next year, but I would like to 
know what you are going to do 
when some employer who doesn’t 
re, fails to give you the in- 
yrmatio bout wages? You 
von’t ha any records then 
A. In such cases, the Division 
ill acce the claimant’s sworn 
stateme! is to length of em- 
plovment anc wages earned 
Also, whenever it becomes nec- 
essary to take an affidavit from 
laimant to make 4 determina- 
ion, the emplover wil automati- 
lv be assessed the statutory 
nenalty $5 and additional 
renalties of $5 each for each 
sveeeeding seven-day period 
whieh elapses before the report 
is filed. 
Q. If an employed worker be- 


comes sick he is entitled to tem- 
norary disability payments. But 
about the unemployed 
worker who has unemployment 
henefit checks as his only means 
support. What hapvens if he 
sick and able to work? 

A. An vnemploved person who 
except for his illness, be} 
elicible for unemployment in- 
surance navments can receive 
weekly disability pavments, un- 
der the disabilitv durine unem- 


how 


yf 


1S not 


wonld, 


nlovment provisions of the New 
Jersey Uremployment Compen- 


cation Law. 


Passaic County Pretrials 











Before County Judne Alewander M. MacLeod 
Pre-Trials 

Monday Th We Thurs Fridav 
(rt. 27 Act. 28 Oct. 29 Mct 30 Ort, 31 
379 AM. 10 AM 10AM. 10 AM. 10 AM 

11 194 87 30 396 
255 55 214 35 3?7 
230 295 304 313 341 

at 11 A. M 
356 205 210 329 
357 358 334 328 
216 257 354 335 
1? Noo 
280 270 213 329 
344) 20) 233 330 
277) 308) 312 346 
325 
> P 
116 170 333 321 337 
255 221 3 31g 245 
319 320 5 324 347 
at 3 P.M 

276 311 348 321 349 
309 332 173 340 351 
343 342 339 350 352 








Z. H. POLACHEK 
Reg. Patent Attorney 


1234 BROADWAY (at 31st) 
New York 1, N. Y. 
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LAW CLERK WANTED POR | HUDSON 
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Appellate Decisions _ 


Supreme Court 
*. Carbone. Affirmed Oct. 
52. 


State 
4, 1952 


Vv 


— 


Appellate Division 
State v. Roleson. Affirmed Oct. 


6, 1952. A-505-51. 


In the Matter of Disciplinary 
Proceedings 
GUTMAN 
&c 


Against DOROTHY 
GENE’S TAVERN, 
Oct. 7, 1952. A-513- 


a 
Affirmed 


Benedetto. Af- 
), 1952. A-749-51 


Di 


ay 1( 














Rogers v. Civil Ser- 
led Sept. 29, 1952. A- 
Warburton. Rever 
ssent) Oct. 6, 1952. 

Boyd International Smelt- 
ing. Affirmed Oct 9, 1952. A-466- 
51 

Harrison Township of Long 
Beach. Affirmed Oct. 9, 1952 A- 
139-51 

Roselle, e als. v Village of 
South Orange. Affirmed October 
9, 1952 A-488-51. 

Monihan v. Public Service. Re- 
versed and judgment reinstated 
Oct. 9, 1952. A-411-51 

Preye, 2t als. v North Bergen. 
Affirmed Cet. 10, 1952. A-495-51. 

McCue v. Deppert. Reversed 
and remanded Oct. 14, 1952. A- 
328-51 

Chapman y. Atlantic rans- 
portation. Affirmed Oct. 14, 1952. 


A-361-51. 


Tzeses &c. vs. Board of Trus- 
tees of che Village of South 
Orange. Affirmed. 

Rush v. Board of Adjustment 
of the Village of South Orange. 


Reversed October 6, 1952. A-326- 
51. 


Hudson County Weekly 
Call 





The following Superior and County Court cases 
are listed in the Weekly Call to be held Fri- 
day. October 24, 1952. at 10 A.M. in J 
Proctor’s Court 























OFFICE FOR RENT TO AT - 
accountant in lawyer's suite i 
Newark. MArket 3-8323. “ 





FOR SALE 





ascriber a 
and 
Contact 


Broad 




















1952 LAWS 


NOW READY FOR DIS‘R#IBUTIO 
Bound in Brown Buckra Postag 
Prepaid $3.00 per oy. 
Check should accompan, orde; 
Let us know your Lau k nee 


ULLRICK LAW £00ks 


387 Plymouth Rd., Un N.}. 


“New Jersey's Lar 
Book Dealer 


sed 








INFORMATION WANTED 








TTAPHONE vacerg 
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SERVICES FOR L VYERSH 








V.A. and F.H.A. 
MORTGAGES 














INSTITUTION WILL PLACE 
No Preiniums - Select Loans 
FAST SERVICE 
BOX 915 
WANTED TO PURCHASE 
HALE NO s ror 
N ) MP ~ 
35 YEARS EXPER 5 


APPRAIS 


REAL & PERSONAL PF 








ESTATES. INHERITANCE TA? 
FEDERAL, STATE & COUNTY Ctid 
— ESTATES LIQUIDS - 
M. R. LANE 
208 OLIVER ST., NEWARK 5 & 

MArket 3-1119 
ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICTi? 


W. D. ETTINGER & (: 
FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSU® 
9 CLINTON ST., NE WARE 
Mitchell 2-4694 5 











—We Cooperate With Attorney: 


SARASOHN & CO 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
786 Broad Stre 
Newark 2, N 


MArket 3-3213-‘ 














Fire Adjusting 


SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 


IRVING M. MINIOF 
Associated Adjusters 

24 Commerce St., ewark 
Mitchell 2-1771 MArket 2- 
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LAWYERS-CLINTON TITLE INSURANCE 
COMPANY OF NEW JERSEY 


A sound company engaged 
exclusively in the examina- 
tion and insurance of titles 


to real estate. 


A New Jersey Corporation—ORGANIZED 1928—Serving New /ers#! 
7 NELSON PLACE Opp. Essex County Hall of Records NEWARK, N. 4 


Mitchell 2-7875 





- Phone: LO. 5-3088 = 
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Rates on Request 
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